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Editor, Washingtonian i 

Joo tfoulden is one of too many reporters who were in Dallas on the "crime of the 
century" story , c*uno out with little or no tiling* and have forever oince been berating 
those who did what was beyond their compere 1 Mansion of conputouce# 

His hatcheting of me for you io in direct contradiction to fact, includes deli- 
berate lies and lacks the direct quotes possible from an entire day hero of fce which lie 
lsft with tliree cassett es of tapes# 

Thht after Watergate and the current CIa scandals a magasLuie is capable of 
Agnewlng the x few who like me seek what thu major media have aUjiaoned, what can be 
believed about the official investigations of the political assassinations, is lean 
distressing to me poiteonally than that Joe would prostitute himself# 

He lumps me with those I kzxaoooDCPtg vigorously opposo in imagining; conspiracies 
under every rock, a fabrication refuted by my million published words on the subject# 

He had no questions about this when ho was here and I told him the opposite of vh&t h - 
attributes to me# (Or did he writ* what others told him prior to his 12/19/74 trip & re?) 

On federal lying, perjury and its subornation, can an honest reporter doubt this 
is common practise? 1 have, in fact, charged it without oven the pretense of refutation 
in four Freedom of information suite, beginning in 1970# In that; case, had Ooulden boon 
interested in fact, the Departnunt of Justice was forced to certify to the court of 
appeals that the attorney UoneitpL. was in fact a// liar# In the most recent, C.A. 2052-79, 
not for the first tine, I did this under oath, making myself subject to the courts 
punishment if I had sworn falsely# The court agreed with me, as the decision and various 
court documents with wliich Goulden left here attest# (They are printed in facsimile in 
WHITEWASH IV: TOP SkCHKT JFK TRANbCHIP?, the name of which he managed to 

omit to make it more difficult for readers to chock him and you out#) 

Hia/you r faulting mo for being right ahead of time is like ciiarging the re ped 
woman with being an utt active nuisance# I was exposing official lying when the press 
was reporting it us unquestioned truth# Does any reasonable aim infomod pei*son doubt 
that beginning long before Toiakin &ulf lying has been the official way of life? 1 here 
and now challenge you and Joe to show mo one such accusation by me tliat is not true# 

When Joe wan here and I showed him the FBI 1 a representations of wliat he said and 
its investigation, he confessed dissatisfaction with that and the JFK assassination 
investigation# But you toll your readers the op oaite# The fuct in tliat Joe knows that 
the uo3t conservative member o>‘ tlie Warren ^omnisaion had hie own disbelief a# (uHlTEWAJH 
IV, 23 places indexed) And donator Kusaell di^d believe there hau bet a a conspiracy. 
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You and Joe xk have every righfc to believe the earth Is flat and that the Warren 
Report is right, but when you 1 11 this to those readers who trust you, you do have an 
obligation to have done enough work to have a defensible Independent opinion. 

If for one minute you think you have, then I extend you the invitation countless 
others, including a #mg^up of former C/oinmission senior counsel, the late Herriaan 
Smith and Charles Aborts declined: You be the "impartial*’ moderator, let Joe have any 
help he wants and can get, including these former Commission counsel, arrange the Press 
^lub for the debate, and let us see who knows what lie is talking about. 

1*11 let 12U stack the deck against me. If you have tlie gut 3 to do it in public , 
and whore I can respond rather than in ypur rag, in which I cannot. 

The nneds of the nation ar? poorly served by those pretending dedication to truth 
casi^^thamaelvo* in the role of official propagandists. A genuinely free press cannot 
survive it. And should not. The people ore more deceived by it than they are in authori- 
tarian societies, where they know tho press speaks for government. 

Sincerely, 

ccL Joo Coulden Harold Wuisberg 

Mr. IdLnport: An indignant friond read m tlio parts of this piece to which I 
respond immediately so that you can include it in tho first possible i 3 sue. 1 will be 
without uy car until tho end of thio woek. X will bo in Vfasliingto n next Monday or Tuesday. 
If someone lias not sent mo tho article by then I will got it. Thereafter, if it seems 
necessary. I’ll writo you and Joo further. 

I do not know what your spread is. But I find what Joo has written so inconsistent 
with everything I have written, everything I believe, I do ask you if thi3 writing 
proceeded his visit here \2j\ty (when did you close?) and if what he :ittribut©n to cig he 
got from others, not me. The actuality is that I work closely with one man in this field 
only (and another currently inactive bocauco ho is in law school) because I am that 
tiny a minority and opposo tliose who hold tho views Jo© attributes to me. Had Jo© had any 
doubts tiiere are hundreds of letters I could have cliown him* I took then on publicly at 
the Georgetown gathering of the nuts in November, 1973* And I denounced another faction 
in refusing to attend their mooting in Boston next month. (John Hnnrahan covered tlie 
Georgetown masting an^ way remember. My lot was to be dolled a CIA agent for it.) 

There is ono Joo did interview wlio says of me what cy writing; and spe akin g do not 
soy, almost the exact words. Tl\±o mokoy too wonder nor© about when he wrote the piece. 

If lie diu not toll you, i liavo tho tapes. 



